The article suggests the use of social representations theory to provide a positive approach to peace research and a theoretical framework for understanding peace movements. Studying peace, war and conflict in this perspective enables exploration of these concepts as objects socially constructed, elaborated and shared by different groups. Four groups of activists are compared with people not belonging to any association, in order to investigate the existence of particular social representations of peace, war and conflict. As in previous cross-cultural research, an independent social representation of peace emerges only among activists. The social representation of war is also different in the two groups: nonactivists see it as frightening, whereas activists see ways of tackling it. The greatest difference between the two groups is in the social representation of conflict. Conflict is assimilated to war for non-activists, whereas activists represent it as more manageable and normal. The results support the idea of understanding peace activism as a particular form of coping -community coping -based on the group as a whole, rather than on individual capacity to manage problems. At a theoretical level, the article discusses the importance of linking social representations to practice and group identification. At a practical level, it suggests that support for pacifism will be only transient and superficial until these underlying differences in representations can be changed.
Introduction
There is a Latin maxim that states, 'Si vis pacem para bellum' ('if you want peace prepare the war'; paraphrased from Vegetius, Epitome Rei Militari, lib. III, praef.), whereas a more recent slogan ascribed to Gandhi says, 'There's no way to peace, peace is the way'. Thus, they draw wider systems within which specific attitudes can develop (Doise, 1989) . They may be defined as forms of common sense/knowledge, emotionally loaded, that allow members of a community to communicate and understand each other (Moscovici, 1961 (Moscovici, /1976 (Moscovici, , 1998a . To highlight their social nature, the theory stresses the importance of the processes of communication within groups in the emergence of representations. When faced with an important but unfamiliar event, thoughts and discourse on the subject proliferate, and this set of interactions gives rise to a new social representation (Wagner, Valencia & Elejabarrieta, 1996) . A social representation is, therefore, an explanation constructed by a group to cope with something new. This first function, termed 'symbolic coping', is carried out through processes of anchoring and objectification. Anchoring consists of a series of responses that attempt to relate the content and structures of the individual's previous knowledge to the new event in order to make sense of it (Doise, 1992) . Later, with objectification, 'an icon, metaphor or trope [is constructed] which comes to stand for the new phenomenon' (Wagner et al., 1999: 99) . Thanks to this process, even abstract or hazy concepts may be used by everyone and modified like real objects.
Social representations have a twofold nature: they are stable concepts, since we do not redefine everything everyday, but they continue to evolve in relation to external, individual and group changes. To understand this twofold character, two zones -one central, the other peripheral -may be distinguished in the representation. According to Flament (1987) and Flament & Moliner (1989) , peripheral elements allow us to relate rapidly to the world around us. They also absorb the changes that concern the representation, by adapting to the changing situations. The central nucleus of the representation is, on the contrary, more stable and consists of 'one or more elements, whose absence would end up destroying or giving a radically different meaning to the 1 After 11 September 2001 and the wars in Afghanistan and Iraq, we seem to be light years away from January-April 2001, when this research was carried out. Nevertheless, our data could be read as a baseline before these new wars and the mass demonstrations for peace. Even if millions of people all over the world reacted against the war, their underlying social representations of war, peace and conflict did not necessarily change.
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representation overall' (Abric, 1989: 197 ; see also Abric, 1993 There remains, however, another question: that of defining the processes that lead groups of people to perceive a common threat in a given situation. Social representations theory provides an explanation for the construction of meaning that forms the basis of community coping. In addition, it supplies the theoretical tools for understanding the group sharing of concerns and hopes that seem to be typical of peace activists. This approach also allows us to broaden the concept of coping, from a response to a threat to a normal cognitive process needed for constructing reality, thus allowing us to study peace activism as a positive creation of meanings and not just as a reaction to war and nuclear threat. On the basis of these findings, the item that seems to distinguish most clearly between the groups is 'conflict'. Used outside the context of peace activists' groups, this word has a set of negative connotations and evokes a situation of irreconcilability -------.......... ------....... -. --------...... -. -----.... . -----...-........-.............. .... ....... The x-axis shows the first factor; the y-axis, the second factor. Number of respondents: 57; number of words: 256.
Words shown around the symbol *II overlap on that point. between people or states. This point is fundamental in the light of the fact that many initiatives in peace education are based on nonviolent techniques for resolving conflicts. On the other hand, war and peace, whose social representations we are investigating, appear to be similar in structure. In both groups, war is marked by strong reference to concrete objects and images, whereas peace seems to be mostly defined at a more abstract level and to involve values. Although for each word separately the various frequencies that discriminate between the two groups rarely show statistically significant differences,5 the similarities and differences in structures, indicated by correspondence analysis, would deserve a closer look. Table I for details). One finding, emerging from the differences on factors 2 and 4, shows the greater propensity of women to refer to emotions, whereas men cite mainly objects and practical problems. A similar distinction separates young people and adults; the former refer more often to tangible aspects and the illogical nature of war, as well as more conceptual aspects connected to them (factors 2, 3, 5); the latter tend to evoke feelings, emotions and an experience of impotency and being overwhelmed. It is almost as if the more adult subjects refer to individual experience, whereas young people refer to an event that is substantially rationalized and extraneous. Of particular interest are the differences between the two main groups, activists and control. Only those not belonging to any association are differentiated on the algebraically positive semi-axis of the fourth factor: they portray a scene of impotency in the face of danger: e.g. 'fear', 'sorrow' and 'terror'. This scenario is further strengthened by references to 'pain' on the second axis and 'abuse' and 'violence' on the third. Overall, it would seem that subjects in the non-activist group describe the impotency of the victims, as well as their own, when faced with the phenomenon of war. Members of pacifist associations, on the other hand, refer to aspects of material 'destruction' on the fourth factor; those with a high level of identification consistently refer to such aspects; those with low identification do so to a lesser extent.
Finally, the context of presentation of the stimuli has relatively little effect; it influences only the sixth factor, on which 'ignorance', evoked by the 'peace context', is opposed to the more emotionally laden 'intolerance', evoked by the 'war context'. All these differences would seem to testify against the existence of a unified social representation of the concept of war. However, the highly evocative noun 'blood', which stood out in the previous APLUM analysis, defines none of the factors by which the groups are differentiated; it remains central to all of them. These results would suggest, therefore, that there is an intersection between at least two distinct representations, within which are to be found the set of material and more violent aspects to which all make reference. The two representations may, however, be distinguished on the basis of reaction in the face of war: an emotive reaction and impotence, on the one hand, and a more concrete reaction and the idea of something that can be tackled, on the other.
Peace
The same procedure, ASPAR, was applied to words freely associated with peace (57 words X 87 participants; see Table II ). Again, in this case, there was a difference between the associations produced by men and women. The former mostly referred to symbolic aspects, on factors 3 and 6, and intergroup relations (e.g. 'populations', factor 4); women, on the other hand, tended to refer to close relations (e.g. 'co-habitation', factor 6; 'society', factor 4). Young people differed from adults on factors 
Conflict
The findings for the third term given to the subjects, conflict (61 words X 87 participants; see Table III) , would tend to confirm the differences that emerged from the first analysis. On factors 4 and 6, women differ from men by making greater reference to emotional experiences and interpersonal relations. On the same factors, young people differ from adults. Sharp and fundamental differences emerged (as in the previous analysis) between activists and non-activists on factors 2, 4 and 6. The former tend to give an 'ambivalent' description of conflict, whereas the control group mention only the negative aspects. Moreover, it is important to note the differences between activists with a high or low level of identification with their own group, on factors 1, 2, 5 and 6. Those who identify most with their group fully subscribe to the representation of conflict of peace activists. Indeed, it is 'normal', 'ambivalent', laborious 'fatigue', and is essentially represented as a useful dialectic confrontation ('discussion' and 'quarrel'). On the other hand, activists who identify to a lesser extent with their own association, while not directly assimilating conflict to war, invest it with more negative connotations and 'hostility'. Basically, they see it as a 'problem'.
The Pacifist, My Association, Myself In the course of this study, we also collected words freely associated with the terms the pacifist, my association, myself with the aim of providing a preliminary representation of the 
Discussion
The present research had two main aims: to study groups of activists and the creation of specific social representations; and to gain a better understanding of peace activism by investigating the meanings that underlie the phenomenon. Given the exploratory nature of the enquiry, our findings provide support for our expectations but also raise many points to be taken up and further investigated.
Overall, the hypotheses on social representations of war and peace find support. As regards war, at least two main representations may be observed, with a common intersection. Non-activists represent war as a tragic event, which endangers life and against which there is nothing to be done; it gives rise to feelings of impotence and desperation. Activists, on the other hand, develop a more concrete approach to what can be done. This confirms the results of many previous studies (see Schatz & Fiske, 1992) . As regards peace, a clear social representation would appear to emerge only in the case of the activist group, as expected, whereas the representation supplied by nonactivists does not appear to be sharply defined. War-zone experience and identification with one's own association also account for the different contents of representations. Lastly, as regards representations of both war and peace, women make greater reference than men to interpersonal and emotional aspects. The social representation of conflict proves to be of major importance. The representation of conflict is the item that distinguishes peace activists from non-activists to the greatest extent. The former regard conflict as normal and ambivalent, whereas for the latter, it differs from war only because it is more local and interpersonal, but it is still exclusively negative. In addition, the more activists identify with their own association, the more they regard conflict as normal. volunteers). If we do not take practices to be just synonyms of behaviours but as units of action and social meaning, then we also need a deeper investigation of the whole specific culture in which they are embedded, to better understand their underlying sense.
Practical Considerations and Possible Developments for the Associations
Since the present work is also intended as an applied study, we might conclude with some brief practical considerations for peace movements. The representation of conflict that non-activists appear to hold should not be allowed to hold sway during meetings dealing with methods for finding nonviolent solutions to conflict. The preconception that conflict is something negative, to be avoided, and from which one party will necessarily emerge defeated should be rebutted. Only when this problem has been tackled can nonviolent methods of solving conflicts be fully understood. Likewise, people must be made more aware of their potential to act against war. Rather than present an apolitical and abstract scenario, it should be stressed that even the most serious decisions are taken by men and women, on whom it is possible to exert pressure. In conclusion, it is essential to allow activists, especially new recruits, to take part actively in meetings and collective experiences. This might develop a greater sense of belonging to the group, greater adhesion to the culture of the group and more consistent behaviour -all aspects of fundamental importance for affirming the ideas that this admirable minority put forward.
